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in order to enable him to sue in his own name, the pro-
visions of section 136 of the Law of Property Act,
1925 (/), must have been complied with.
Assignment of Property Rights and Contractual
Rights.—(iii) Finally, the assignment may be of both
property rights and contractual rights. If the assignment
is by deed or in writing, and is absolute and not by way of
charge, then, so far as relates to the property, the observa-
tions in paragraph (i) above apply (k), and the contractual
rights being choses in action are not affected by either of
the Bills of Sale Acts. In order to make effectual the
assignment of the contractual rights, the provisions of the
Law of Property Act, 1925, previously referred to, must
be complied with and notice given to the hirer, and the
assignee will only take subject to any claim which would
have been available against the assignor (I).
If the assignment of both the property rights in the
chattel and the contractual rights in the agreement is by
way of charge and so as not to be severable, then, if in
writing, the document is a bill of sale being an assurance
of personal chattels, and as such it is absolutely void, if it
does not comply with the requirements of the Bills of Sale
Act (1878), Amendment Act, 1882 (m), as to registration
and form, but if the assignments of the proprietary rights
and of the contractual rights, though in one document, are
separate and distinct, then so far as concerns the chattels
the document is a bill of sale and void for want of com-
pliance with the statutory requirements, but the
assignment of the contractual rights is severable and
valid (n).
Verbal Assignment.—It would not be at all satis-
factory in the ordinary case to assign without writing,
(j) 15 Halsbury's Statutes 313.
(k) See ante, p. 109.
(/) Tarkington v. Magee, [1902] 2 K.B. 427, 432 ; 8 Digest 430, 81.
(m)  Jarvis v. Jarvis (1893), 63 L. J. Ch. 10 ;  7 Digest 29, 146.
(n) In re Isaacson, Ex parte Mason, [1895] 1 Q.B. 333;  7 Digest,
56, 302.

